
Peoples Caucus Nominating Meeting Tonight

Subject: Peoples Caucus Nominating Meeting Tonight
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 2003 11:13:21 EST
From: <WASSYP@aol.com>

To: W ASSYP@aol.com

The Peoples Caucus nominating meeting will be held tonight at 8 PM at the High School Auditorium. It is a good

opportunity to hear the candidiates.
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proposed route through Westchester County, NY

Subject: proposed route through Westchester County, NY
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 2003 13:16:05 EST
From: <Ion111@aol.com>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

I am opposed to the Millennium Pipeline and I urge you to uphold New York
State's position that the proposed route across the Hudson River at
Haverstraw Bay and through Westchester County does not meet the requirements
of the Coastal Zone Management Plan.

I feel that, especially since there are some gas pipeline or other energy
transmission infrastructure plans that have been already approved, the need
for this particular pipeline cannot be compellingly demonstrated. What
should be happening is that all concerned municipal and governmental entities
work together to draw up a long-range regional energy plan. Only then can
Millennium and the several other proposed pipelines be properly evaluated in
a planning context. In the meantime, particularly if energy conservation
efforts are increased with appropriate enforcement, I feel that the current
energy supply can suffice.

In order to override New York State's rejection, overwhelming national
need greater than the coastal threats must be shown. Far from demonstrating
national need, the current Millennium Pipeline increases the risk of
catastrophic occurrences to the population. Just due to accident or natural
disasters, the entrance to Westchester of the pipeline so near to the Indian
Point nuclear reactors, the pipeline's crossing of the Catskill Aqueduct at
the Bryn Mawr Siphon as close as two feet, and the possibility of major
damage to the Con Ed electricity transmission lines from catastrophic
problems of the gas pipeline situated much too near the transmission lines
are risks that gravely endanger the public. In the current climate of
realistic threats from terrorists, such risk is even increased. Quite the
opposite of need is apparent; these are security risks that the nation
definitely does NOT need.

It is clear that there are many threats to people, wildlife, and the
environment within the coastal zone that far outweigh any possible beneficial
results of constructing this pipeline. Haverstraw Bay is a unique and
critical underwater and littoral habitat, as documented by scientific
studies. Construction of the pipeline through it, especially with blasting
in some parts, will cause harm to endangered species, will destroy some of
the habitat in the short term, and will probably cause long-term damage
through the suspension of solids in the water column and the release of
various toxic substances when the bottom sediments covering them are stirred
up during the construction process. The necessary removal of so many
thousands of trees from the pipeline right of way will cause erosion,
adversely affecting streams and the Croton Reservoir. Keeping the Croton
watershed as pristine as possible is vital to the water supply of New York
City and to various Westchester municipalities. Already the necessity of
requiring filtration of the New York City water supply is in question, and
the system cannot withstand further degradation.

I am also very concerned about the risks of blasting along the pipeline
route. Since the pipeline is frequently in close proximity to homes and
schools, just the problems of sharp rock fragments flying hundreds of feet
and the possible shifting of foundations pose hazards. In addition, blasting
may cause failure of septic systems and rupture of underground storage tanks,
causing further deterioration of water quality within the coastal zone. I
also am appalled that the issue of dioxin being released during blasting
along the Con Ed transmission lines has hardly been addressed. It is my
understanding that although Con Ed has admitted using the chemical precursor
of dioxin and the Village of Croton-on-Hudson has performed some tests
indicating that blasting could cause a serious dioxin release problem, no
actual sampling has been allowed under the transmission line right of way to
settle this issue. This state of affairs is intolerable.
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proposed route through Westchester County, NY

There are indeed alternatives to the Millennium Pipeline, First, in this
depressed economy, the actual near-future demand for natural gas is likely to
be much less than previously estimated, Second, the current energy supplies
and those increases already approved should satisfy energy needs,
particularly if coupled with an aggressive energy conservation program,
Lastly, there is also the realistic alternative of ending the Millennium
Pipeline at the Bowline Facility in Rockland County, While I am hesitant to
advocate adding a burden to Rockland County, it is my understanding that
there is already a pipeline route to Bowline; such an alternative would allow
the Columbia Gas Company to meet the needs of N,Y. State without the
environmental devastation that routing it through Westchester County would
cause. I would like to point out that there is already a gas pipeline going
through Westchester County, the Algonquin Pipeline. {In fact, this passes
very near my house.) The Algonquin Pipeline could be used instead of
constructing a new route.

To sum up: no compelling need for the Millennium Pipeline has been shown, the
security and other risks to the population are contrary to the national
interest, and the grave environmental threats to large areas within the
Coastal Zone far outweigh any possible benefits of the pipeline. Thus
approval of the Millennium Pipeline would be completely contrary to the
Coastal Zone Management plan. Please uphold the position of New York State
and stop the pipeline. Thank you for your consideration.

Jonathan Fein
~ontrose Station Road
Cortlandt Manor, NY 10567

.: '"'jj.~~" """,j."".';,"","".c."""";u",, ""j",""",","""c'C"'""" lll01200jA~~

II

~

I~ ~

II

II



Objection to Millennium Pipeline

Subject: Objection to Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 2003 13:43:52 -0500
From: W Ail.,ACH <W Ail.,ACH@derector.corn>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

I would like to voice my objection to the Rockland County routes for the IVIillennium
Pipeline. These routes would pass through public water supply wells, major highways and

neighborhoods jeopardizing the safety of our citizens. In addition it would cross the Hudson at
one of three protected locations.

Marilyn Wallach Derector

lof
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Uphold NY DOS Decision

Subject: Uphold NY DOS Decision
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 2003 14:58:36 -0500
From: "Karen Wells II <kwells @ wells-canning.coIn>

To: <millennium.comments @noaa.gov>

January 8 2003

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
u.s. Department of Commerce
1305 East-West Highway
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Re millennium pipeline

I am writing to respectfully request that the NOAA uphold the decision by
the New York Department of State opposing the millennium pipeline's current
route.
Based on the evidence put forth by New York State and the numerous
additional filings, the Department of Commerce must recognize that New York
State has made a valid ruling and that there is no valid reason to overturn
that decision.

In addition to determining that the New York State decision should be
upheld, I hope that both the Department of Commerce and the gas industry
recognize the shameful behavior of Millennium and its employees. Millennium
and its employees have continuously tried to obscure the facts of current
route when they were not in the best interest of Millennium or its
employees. A recent example is the attempt by Millennium to instigate
community infighting over possible alternatives.

Millennium has never before the December hearings proactively informed a
community or residents in a community of the possibility that they would be
faced with a gas pipeline project through their neighborhood. Yet
Millennium rushed to create fear in communities and organizations over
alternatives when they realized that the mere existence of these valid
alternatives might mean that they would not be able to utilize the currently
proposed route. If nothing else, Millennium's false concern for our
communities should underline for the Department of Commerce the validity of
these alternative routes.

My personal belief is that the Bowline Solution is the most reasonable
alternative, however, I understand it is not the role of the Department of
Commerce to determine what the route should be but to determine that there
are alternative routes. Clearly there are alternatives.

We as a state have made it very clear that the current route is in violation
of the Coastal Zone Management Act. Uphold our decision and the right of
New York to make such a determination.

Sincerely

Karen Wells
28 Apple Bee Farm Road
Croton on Hudson NY 10520
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January 8, 2003

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
U.S. Department of Commerce
1305 East-West Highway
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Re: millennium pipeline

I am writing to respectfully request that the NOAA uphold the decision by the
New York Department of State opposing the millennium pipeline's current route.
Based on the evidence put forth by New York State and the numerous additional
filings, the Department of Commerce must recognize that New York State has
made a valid ruling and that there is no valid reason to overturn that decision.

In addition to determining that the New York State decision should be upheld, I

hope that both the Department of Commerce and the gas industry recognize the
shameful behavior of Millennium and its employees. Millennium and its
employees have continuously tried to obscure the facts of current route when
they were not in the best interest of Millennium or its employees. A recent
example is the attempt by Millennium to instigate community infighting over
possible alternatives.

Millennium has never before the December hearings proactively informed a
community or residents in a community of the possibility that they would be faced
with a gas pipeline project through their neighborhood. Yet Millennium rushed to
create fear in communities and organizations over alternatives when they
realized that the mere existence of these valid alternatives might mean that they
would not be able to utilize the currently proposed route. If nothing else,
Millennium's false concern for our communities should underline for the
Department of Commerce the validity of these alternative routes.

My personal belief is that the Bowline Solution is the most reasonable alternative,
however, I understand it is not the role of the Department of Commerce to
determine what the route should be but to determine that there are alternative
routes. Clearly there are alternatives.

We as a state have made it very clear that the current route is in violation of the
Coastal Zone Management Act. Uphold our decision and the right of New York
to make such a determination.

Sincerely,

Karen Wells
28 Apple Bee Farm Road
Croton on Hudson NY 10520



Milleniwn Pipeline

Subject: Millenium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Cornments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 2003 16:08:59 -0500
From: "Michele Brisson" <mbrisson@tenafly.k12.nj.us>

To: <rnillennium.cornments @noaa.gov>
~I

To Whom It May Concern;

I object to the Milleniurn Pipeline. I am a piermont resident, and it sickens me to
think of Tallman State Park and the marsh being destroyed by the building of this
pipeline. It angers me that natural preserves can be exploited if there's enough
money at stake. I strongly feel it is important to preserve the green spots we have
left in this heavily urbanized and suburbanized area. We rob ourselves and our
children of our remarkable and beautiful natural heritage that each of us innately

appreciates. III

Michele Brisson
616 Piermont Ave
piermont NY 10968

II
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[Fwd: Pipeline in Piennont Marsh]

Subject: [Fwd: Pipeline in Piermont Marsh]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 16:48:00 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Pipeline in Piermont Marsh

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 200316:00:50 -0500
From: "Michele Brisson" <mbrisson@tenafly.k12.nj.us>
To: <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Gleaves,Mr

I am a resident of Piermont, and I STRONGLY oppose the Millenium
Pipeline being built and running through the piermont marsh. I thought
it was supposed to be a protected natural preserve.
I urge you to do what you can to prevent this destruction of Tallman and
the marsh. Our green spaces must be respected and protected.

Sincerely,

Michele Brisson
616 Piermont Ave.
Piermont, NY 10968
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[Fwd: Pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 2003 16:48:35 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Pipeline

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 2003 12:54: 14 EST
From: <FZEDNA @ aol.com>

To: karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov
CC: FZEDNA@aol.com

Mr. Gleaves,

I was born and raised in Piermont, NY...I have taken residence in the neighboring hamlet of Sparkill...these 2
Orangetown areas have already been effected by growth and expansion of the sewage treatment plant...we have an
on-going battle here already...we do not need another invasion of our properties and its surroundings...Please leave
us alone, out marsh and only mountain are part of an already protected nature preserve...I'm sure you can find a
better suited area for your pipeline...Please, I have already given considerable thought to moving away from this
area because of the sewage treatment plant...our property values have already been depreciated because of this...1
love my roots, they need not be UP-ROOTED!

Respectfully, Ms. Cecelia A. Hickey, Sparkill NY

1 of 1
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[Fwd: milelennium pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: milelennium pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 200316:49:00 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: milelennium pipeline

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 2003 11:17:00 EST

From: <BMiles94@aol.com>

To: karl.gleaves@noaa.gov. .nems.noaa.gov

Karl Gleaves
Asst. General Counsel for Ocean Services

Re: Rerouting of the Millenium Pipline in Rockland County

I first heard of the Milllenium Pipeline Project in Rockland last
Friday,
January 3.

It seems that more time should be allowed for public information and
discussion of such a serious matter of public interest.

Plans for the pipeline that route it through the Piermont Marsh and
Tallman
Mountain State Park would adversely affect two unique environments, each
of
them valuable to the local community and recognized nationally for their
historic and environmental importance. Tallman Mountain Park is used
extensively not only by local residents but provides a rare open area of
cliffs, woodlands, picnic spots and hiking trails for people close to
the
urban environment of NYC.

It would be a grevious mistake to push through a pipeline project
without
more time for serious discussion of its adverse affects on many New York
State residents.

Sincerely,

Joan Goldstein
49 Piermont Ave.
Piermont, NY lO968untitled
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[Fwd: pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 200316:49:34 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: pipeline

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 200310:34:38 -0500
From: michael mayer <art.buyer@att.net>
To: <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

I am strongly opposed to putting a pipeline through the Piermont marsh,
and
for that matter through anything here. For what reasons? What do you
think?
Changing any topography will be a disaster to the natural environment.
Gas
leaks which always happen are a health hazard. I will not support greedy
energy companies. Let Westchester figure out a different way of getting
energy. By the way who are you and what involvrnent do you have in this
project/

Michael Mayer
p o box 152

palisades ny
10964
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No pipeline

Subject: No pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, Jan 82003 18:23:19 GMT-0500
From: jlipscomb@riverkeeper.org (John Lipscomb)

Organization: The Riverkeeper
To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

PLEASE,

NO NEW PIPELINE VIA HAVERSTRAW BAY OR HOOK MOUNTAIN OR
PIERMONT MARSH !!!! !

All these areas are too important and rare ecologically
and scenically to the region. Other options must be investigated.

I write on behalf of my family of three.

John Lipscomb
20 Ritie Street

Piermont,NY 10968

Thank you.

lof



Millenium Pipeline proposed for protected nature reserve

Subject: Millenium Pipeline proposed for protected nature reserve
Resent-From: Millennium.Cornrnents@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 200318:30:04 EST
From: <BMarin5000 @ aol.com>

To: millennium.cornrnents@noaa.gov

The proposal to place the Millenium Pipeline through the fragile Piermont Marsh and
Tallman State Park will result in considerable harm to the area which is a protected nature
reserve.

Please reconsider this option, as it will be disastrous to the ecology of the area.

Sincerely,
Barbara Marin

Dorothy Rosenberg
205 Harbor Cove
Piermont, NY 10968
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Millenium Pipeline

Subject: Millenium Pipeline
Resent- From: Millennium.Comments @noaa.goy

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 2003 19:06:26 EST
From: <DeborahHedwall @ aol.com>

To: millennium.comments@noaa.goy, gromaca@assembly.state.ny.us,
goy .patake@chamber.state.ny .us

Gentlemen,
As a resident of the beautiful village of Nyack and Lower Rockland

County I urgently request that you discontine plans to change the routing of
the Millenium Pipeline to pass through any part of Lower Rockland County.
This natural gas pipeline only benefits Westchester County. Why should the
residents of Rockland accept this ill conceived plan that would cause burden
and destruction on some of the Hudson Rivers' most wonderful charming towns.
This alternative plan is not acceptable.

Most

Sincerely,

Deborah
Hedwall

tax payer,
mother, lover of beauty

Nyack, New

York. Rockland County

~
~~
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millennium pipeline -piennont resident opposition

Subject: millennium pipeline -piermont resident opposition
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 200320:39:06 EST
From: <Rpennockny@ aol.com>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

i am appalled that strong opposition by westchester residents regarding the location of the millennium pipeline has
encouraged you and your group to consider the tallman state park and the piermont marsh as an alternative.

that you would even consider digging up the marsh and blasting the tallman mountain is absurd. these are beautiful
lands that should never be touched -ever. there isn't enough of unspoiled lands in this country, especially in
proximity to a major city like new york.

these types of lands should always be protected.

i am a piermont resident and i strongly oppose this action. please do not authorize any changes to the piermont
marsh and tallman state park.

thank you.

-robert pennock
116 paradise avenue
piermont, new york 1 0968
845-398-0699
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Millennium Pipeline

Subject: Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 2003 18:28:14 -0800 (PST)
From: Dave <ddampf@yahoo.com>

To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov
CC: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

I am strongly opposed to the proposed route for the Millennium Pipeline that goes through the Piermont
Marsh and Tallman Mountain. I grew up in Piermont and spent countless days fishing in the creek near
the marsh and other days hiking and picnicing at Tallman Park. Many good memories were made in both
areas...I hope that one day my children can enjoy the same area.

Thank you!

David Dampf
384 Piermont Ave
Piermont, NY 10968

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail Plus -Powerful. Affordable. Sign uQ now
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[Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 200321:42:00 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millennium Pipeline

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 200308:08:26 -0500
From: Kathy Waiters <katwalters@optonline.net>

To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov
CC: vanderhs@co.rockland.ny.us, gromaca@assembly.state.ny.us

I am writing to express my concern about the effort to re-route a natural gas pipeline through Rockland County.
Proposed alternatives include the crossing of this pipeline at Piermont Marsh and another at Hook Mountain State
Park instead of the current plan at Haverstraw Bay. If considered, these proposals would route this pipeline through
neighborhoods, public water sources, and major highways, making this potentially dangerous to the public as well as
the environment. What is particularly disturbing to me is the insufficient amount of time that was given to respond to
these recent proposals. Westchester County residents had far more time given to them to debate the issue and we
in Rockland County have just as much right to voice our opinions through the necessary channels. I trust you will

address this issue.

11
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No Millennium Pipeline

Subject: No Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Thu, 09 Ian 2003 17:16:19 -0500
From: eadesign <eadesign @optonline.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

To Whom it May Concern,

I am opposed to building the Millennium Pipeline and all of it's
alternative routes. It will negatively impact our already weakened
environment. It is also directly through the back yards of a large
population of people. Blasting through Parks and destroying marsh land
is unacceptable.

When will utility companies stop raping the earth and think about what
they are destroying?

Eve Adams

ofl



No Millennium Pipeline

Subject: No Millennium Pipeline

Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Thu, 09 Ian 2003 17:23:48 -0500

From: eadesign <eadesign @optonline.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

To Whom it May Concern,

I am opposed to building the Millennium Pipeline and all of it's
alternative routes. It will negatively impact our already weakened
environment. It is also directly through the back yards of a large
population of people. Blasting through Parks and destroying marsh land
is unacceptable.

When will utility companies stop raping the earth and think about what
they are destroying?

Eve Adams I
~ I
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[Fwd: Millenium Pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Millenium Pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 2003 10:18:12 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millenium Pipeline

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 200309:11:21 -0500
From: Cristina Broglia <chris@ldeo.columbia.edu>
To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov

Dear Mr. Gleaves,
as a former resident of Piermont and a current resident of Rockland
County,
I have been appalled to hear about the plan of having a pipeline
passing through the hamlet of Piermont and its beautiful marshland.
The marshes and all the Palisades area would be permanently damaged;
they are currently home to a variety of wild animals including prey
birds that are slowly returning to the area.
My family and I strongly oppose this plan and hope that an alternate
solution be found.

Best regards,

Cristina and Alberta Malinverna
36 Derfuss Lane
Blauvelt NY 10913

lof



[Fwd: Millenniwn pipeline and the Piennont Marsh]

Subject: [Fwd: Millennium pipeline and the Piermont Marsh]
Resent- From: Millennium.Comments @noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 10:29:23 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millennium pipeline and the Piermont Marsh

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 01:14:42 -0500

From: "Phillip Bauman, MD" <pbauman@post.harvard.edu>

Reply-To: pbauman@post.harvard.edu

To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov

CC: mlbry@post.harvard.edu

Dear Sir,

As a resident of Rockland county for the last 18 years and of
Westchester for many years before, I have been able to view the
magnificant Hudson from both banks and I can also view the issue of the
Millenium pipeline from both sides. While I appreciate the immediate
need to run a pipeline across the river, I am confused by the proposal
to route the pipeline across the Hudson River in Southern Rockland
county and through the great Piermont Marsh -a sanctuary for wildlife
of the Hudson River adjacent to Tallman State Park.

Running a pipeline through southern Rockland will disrupt many residents
homes and lives, and damage the ecosystem along this stretch of the
scenic Hudson River which has taken so long to recover from our abuses
over the last 50 years. The Piermont Marsh is a home to many marsh
birds, mammals, fish and other wildlife. It is directly adjacent to
Tallman State Park- a park frequently visited by our urban neighbors
from New York City, who wish to discover the natural beauty of the
Hudson River Valley and experience a small part of the beautiful Hudson
River Valley. Placing a pipeline through such an area will only
underscore our complete neglect and contempt for our ecosystem, our
loss of pride in the preservation the natural world around us and the
thoughtlessness and impulsiveness of those who wish to solve our
society's problems by short-sighted, short-term solutions.

It is time for us to start to consider ourselves and our surroundings on
a grander scale, and to appreciate the gift we have received in the form
of State and National Parks. While we can destroy our parks and
preserved areas quickly and easily, they can and will never be re-built
once vandalized. Let us instead send a message and a symbol to all of
our fellow citizens and all who watch us, that we do care about our
future and can see beyond the immediate hilltop to the far horizens in
our lands. Let us show them that we have the intelligence, the strength
of character and the resolve to make the right decisions to preserve
this gift of natural beauty that was bestowed upon us byour
forebearers. Please do not allow the pipeline to be channeled through
this populated area of Southern Rockland county and plunge into the
Hudson through the Great Piermont Marsh. This important decision will
weigh heavily upon all of us -let us hope it will not become just
another short-sighted solution which creates a long-term problem that
our children must solve.

Phillip A. Bauman
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[Fwd: pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 2003 10:29:52 -0500

From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS

To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: pipeline

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 200300:15:46 -0500

From: Orville Mann <omann@optonline;net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

CC: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov, gov .pataki @chamber.state.ny .us, vanderhs@co.rockland.ny.us,

morahan @ senate.state.ny .us

To the regulators, As a resident of the quiet community of Upper Nyack where Hook Mountain is located, I
strongly oppose the re-routing of the Millennium Pipeline. It would seem to me that the preferable location (if that
can be said) is the already commercial Haverstraw site where the Bowline Plant exists and therefore less
environmental impact would result. We should make the greatest effort to preserve the maximum scenic beauty of
the Hudson River and its surrounding

parklands.

Sincerely, Sally R. Mann

I of I 11812003 10:19 AM
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[Fwd: SAVEPIERMONTMARSH!!!!]

Subject: [Fwd: SA VE PIERMONT MARSH!!!!]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 10:30:15 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: SA YE PIERMONT MARSH! ! ! !

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 200321:15:08 -0800

From: "John Aiello" <AielIol@fcc.net>

To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov

Martha Emma Aiello
20 Oak Street
Piermont, NY 10968
(845) 359-1529
Aiellol @fcc.net

January 7, 2003

Karl Gleaves
Asst General Counsel for Ocean Services
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

Mr .Gleaves,

I recently learned of the threat posed by the Millennium Pipeline to the protected nature preserve in the
Piermont Marsh. As a resident of Piermont and an admirer of its natural beauty I am vehemently
opposed to the destruction the Millennial Pipeline would cause.
You are a key decision maker in this issue. If the plans to ruin the Piermont marsh go forward I will

hold you responsible. You will lose my support. I will make everyone I know aware of this tragedy and
your part in it.
This must not happen.

Martha Emma Aiella
20 Oak Street
Piennant, New Yark
10968
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[Fwd: Save Piennont Marsh!]

Subject: [Fwd: Save Piermont Marsh!]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 10:30:36 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Save Piemlont Marsh !

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 2003 20:52:32 -0800
From: "John Aiello" <Aiellol@fcc.net>

To: karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov

John Aiello

20 Oak Street

Piermont, NY 10968
(845) 359-1529
Aiellol @fcc.net

January 7, 2003

Karl Gleaves,

I recently learned of the threat posed by the Millennium Pipeline to the protected nature preserve in the 111I11Piemlont Marsh. As a resident of Piermont and an admirer of its natural beauty I am vehemently

opposed to the destruction the Millennial Pipeline would cause.
You are a key decision maker in this issue. If the plans to ruin the Piermont marsh go forward I III

will hold you responsible. You will lose my support. I will make everyone I know aware of this tragedy
and your part in it.

This must not happen.

John Louis Aiello
20 Oak Street
Piemlont, New York
10968

11812003 10:19 AM
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[Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 10:30:56 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millennium Pipeline

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 2003 19:38:13 -0800 {PST)
From: Tammy Kuiper <piermontkuiper@yahoo.com>
To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov,

gov.pataki@chamber.state.ny.us,vanderhs@co.rockland.ny.us,
morahan@senate.state.ny.us,gromaca@assembly.state.ny.us,
senator@schumer.senate.gov,millennium.comments@noaa.gov

Please don't tell me, and rest of your constituency,
that you could possibly agree to the re-routing of
this pipeline through environmentally sensitive areas
because the people of Westchester have suddenly
decided (after all this time) they don't like it
running through their backyard!

What good is recognizing and supposedly protecting
environmentally sensitive areas and putting aside land
to preserve nature and the environment if we toss it
out the window at our convenience? (If you think we've
forgotten President Bush's money hungry decision to
violate pristine wilderness for oil your wrong.)

Re-routing through public waterways, state parks, just
completed public highways and environmentally delicate
areas is irresponsible, environmentally damaging(to
say the least), despicable and reprehensible.

If this pipeline is to be re-routed then do it
right (meaning the safest, most enviromentally kind
etc. route) not the way that makes a particular group
of people happy. You have a deadline?..Then either
go with the original route or delay and redo the
studies necessary to determine a route...at the
expense of the Westchester residents who decided they
don't like the first one of course!

If you don't care about the environment or safety here
is one thing you do...YOUR JOB. You may have kept
this quiet so far but you can't hide excavation
equipment very well and when people wake up and
realize what you've done don't bet on being re-elected
next time. People who have to again sit in miles of
traffic tend to have alot of time on their hands to
stew about who is responsible for their wasted time
and who is on the docket during the next election.
People whose taxes are going up due to new programs
necessary to rescue an enironmentally damaged area
tend to look at their choices a bit more as well.

Sincerely,
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[Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]

Tammy Kuiper
Peter Kuiper
Registered Voters of Piermont NY!

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail Plus -Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.
http://mailplus.yahoo.corn
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Subject: [Fwd: Millenium Pipeline and Piermont Marsh]
Resent-From: Millennium. Comments @noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 10:31:20 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS III
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millenium Pipeline and Pieflllont Marsh

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 200317:19:23 -0800 (PST)
From: THOMAS BOYD <taboyd@prodigy.net>

To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov

Dear Mr .Gleaves:

I wish to express my opposition to New York State's recent proposals to locate the Millenium Pipeline
through the Pieflllont Marsh and Tallman State Park in Orangetown, New York. I am a resident of
Orangetown and a frequent visitor to the Marsh and Park. Pieflllont Marsh is a unique asset that used by
thousands of people from Southern New York and Northern New Jersey. It has been carefully resurrected
from its previous industrial status and made into a unique environmental habitat by the Village of
Pieflllont. It would be a tragedy to damage this asset by placement of the pipeline through it. I urge you to
support alternative locations for the pipeline.

III

III

Sincerely,
Thomas A. Boyd, Ph.D.

279 River Road

Grandview, New York 10960

845-359-1489 {tel and fax}

tabovd @QfodigX .net

[Fwd Millenitnn Pipeline and Piennont Marsh]
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Millenium Pipeline

Subject: Millenium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 200309:11:43 -0500
From: Cristina Broglia <chris@ldeo.columbia.edu>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

Dear Mr. Gleaves,
as a former resident of Piermont and a current resident of Rockland County,
I have been appalled to hear about the plan of having a pipeline
passing through the hamlet of Piermont and its beautiful marshland.
The marshes and all the Palisades area would be permanently damaged;
they are currently home to a variety of wild animals including prey
birds that are slowly returning to the area.
My family and I strongly oppose this plan and hope that an alternate
solution be found.

Best regards,

Cristina and Alberta Malinverna
36 Derfuss Lane
Blauvelt NY 10913
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Millennium Pipeline
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Subject: Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 200308:24:16 -0500
From: Kathy WaIters <katwalters@optonline.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov
CC: senator@schumer.senate.gov, morahan@senate.state.ny.us

I am writing to express my concern about the effort to re-route a natural gas pipeline through Rockland County.
Proposed alternatives include the crossing of this pipeline at Piermont Marsh and another at Hook Mountain State
Park instead of the current plan at Haverstraw Bay. If considered, these proposals would route this pipeline through
neighborhoods, public water sources, and major highways, making this potentially dangerous to the public as well as
the environment. What is particularly disturbing to me is the insufficient amount of time that was given to respond to
these recent proposals. Westchester County residents had far more time given to them to debate the issue and we
in Rockland County have just as much right to voice our opinions through the necessary channels. I trust you will
address this issue.

III
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Subject:
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 200300:41:4:3 -0500
From: alex M stavis <ams64@juno.com>

To: millennium.comments@noaa.gov, ams64@juno.com

Ji~nuary 7, 2003

Dear Good People:

I implore you to do EVERYTHING wil:hin your power to make sure that the
Millennium gas pipeline is NOT bu:ilt .

Thank you very much in advance fo:r seeing to it that the Millennium gas
pipeline is NOT built.

R,~spectfully yours,

A:lexander Mark Stavis
(3. concerned citizen)
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Millennium Pipeline

Subject: Millennium Pipeline
Resent- From: Millennium. Comments (Q)noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Ian 200301:12:47 -0500
From: "Phillip Bauman, MD" <pbauman @post.harvard.edu>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

Dear Sirs,

As a resident of Rockland county for the last 18 years and of
Westchester for many years before, I have been able to view the
magnificant Hudson from both banks and I can also view the issue of the
Millenium pipeline from both sides. While I appreciate the immediate
need to run a pipeline across the river, I am confused by the proposal
to route the pipeline across the Hudson River in Southern Rockland
county and through the great Piermont Marsh -a sanctuary for wildlife
of the Hudson River adjacent to Tallman State Park.

Running a pipeline through southern Rockland will disrupt many residents
homes and lives, and damage the ecosystem along this stretch of the
scenic Hudson River which has taken so long to recover from our abuses
over the last 50 years. The Piermont Marsh is a home to many marsh
birds, mammals, fish and other wildlife. It is directly adjacent to
Tallman State Park- a park frequently visited by our urban neighbors
from New York City, who wish to discover the natural beauty of the
Hudson River Valley and experience a small part of the beautiful Hudson
River Valley. Placing a pipeline through such an area will only
underscore our complete neglect and contempt for our ecosystem, our
loss of pride in the preservation the natural world around us and the
thoughtlessness and impulsiveness of those who wish to solve our
society's problems by short-sight,ed, short-term solutions.

It is time for us to start to con:sider ourselves and our' surroundings on
a grander scale, and to appreciat,= the gift we have received in the form
of State and National Parks. Whil,= we can destroy our parks and
preserved areas quickly and easil:y, they can and will never be re-built
once vandalized. Let us instead s,=nd a message and a symbol to all of
our fellow citizens and all who wi3.tch us, that we do care about our
future and can see beyond the imm,=diate hilltop to the far horizens in
our lands. Let us show them that 1Ne have the intelligence, the strength
of character and the resolve to m.3.ke the right decisions to preserve
this gift of natural beauty that 1Nas bestowed upon us byour
forebearers. Please do not allow the pipeline to be channeled through
this populated area of Southern Rockland county and plunge into the
Hudson through the Great Piermont Marsh. This important decision will
weigh heavily upon all of us -le't us hope it will not become just
another short-sighted solution which creates a long-term problem that
our children must solve.

Phillip A. Bauman
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Millenium Pipeline -Bowline Solution

Subject: Millenium Pipeline -Bowline Solution.
Resent- From: Millennium.Comments @)noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 2003 06:03:52 -0500

From: "Mike Feingold" <Mike@shoppingsolutions.corn>
To: <millennium.comments@noaa.gov>

To whom it may concern,

I believe that the Bowline Solution is the right solution for the
Millennium Pipeline. Terminating the Millennium pipeline at the Bowline
Facility allows New York to protect the Coastal Zone and enables

Columbia
Gas to fix the decrepit A-5 line that makes up 222 miles or 52.9% of the
pipeline's 420 mile route. This allows Millennium to fulfill its purpose
as described to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission of delivering
natural gas to "delivery points in New York State". The Bowline Solution
is a viable alternative that allo'ws Millennium to pursue its goals

without
destroying our environment and endangering our communities.

Please consider the Bowline alternative when making thi.s important
decision, which will affect millions of people and school children in

our
communities.

Sincerely,
M. Feingold
120 Hardscrabble Road
Briarcliff Manor, N.Y.
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Oppose the Millenium Pipeline.

Subject: Oppose the Millenium ][>ipeline.
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@)noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian 200306:10:16 -0500
From: <johnjay8@yahoo.com>

II To: <rnillennium.comments ~pnoaa.gov>

II.
To whom i t may concern, III

I believe that if you are going to go through with the Millenium Pipeline III
project, the Bowline Solution is the right solution for the
Millennium Pipeline. Terminating the Millennium Pipeline at the Bowline
Facility allows New York to protect the Coastal Zone and enables Columbia
Gas to fix the decrepit A-5 line that makes up 222 miles or 52.9% of the
pipeline's 420 mile route. This allows Millennium to fulfill its purpose
as described to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission of delivering
natural gas to "delivery points in New York State". The Bowline Solution
is a viable alternative that allows Millennium to pursue its goals without
destroying our environment and endangering our communities.

Please consider the Bowline alternative when making this important
decision, which will affect millions of people and school children in our
communities.

Sincerely,
John Jay
200 Greeley Lane
Mt Kisco, N.Y. 11

This was sent to: millennium.commlents@noaa.gov III
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Milleniwn Pipeline -Bowline.

Subject: Millenium Pipeline -Bowline.
Resent-From: Millennium. Comments @)noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Ian ZO03 06:12:0'4 -0500

From: <sharbeth @ aol.com>

To: <millennium.comments ~Ynoaa.gov>

To whom it may concern,

I believe that the Bowline Solution is the right solution for the
Millennium Pipeline. Terminating the Millennium Pipeline at the Bowline
Facility allows New York to protect the Coastal Zone and enables Columbia
Gas to fix the decrepit A-5 line that makes up 222 miles or 52.9% of the
pipeline's 420 mile route. This allows Millennium to fulfill its purpose
as described to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission of delivering
natural gas to "delivery points in New York State". The Bowline Solution
is a viable alternative that allows Millennium to pursue its goals without
destroying our environment and endangering our communities.

Please consider the Bowline alternative when making this important
decision, which will affect millions of people and school children in our
colt1munities.

Sincerely,

Sharon Beth
1616 Maple Dr
Valhalla, N.Y.

This was sent to millennium. comm,ents@noaa .gov
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Millennium Pipeline

Subject: Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comrnents@)noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 8 Jan 2003 06:42:21 -0500
From: "Jonathan Glaser" <tracer24@att.net>

To: <millennium.comrnents ~~noaa.gov>

A recent perusal of the comments that you have finally gotten around to
posting is very revealing. Of just the comments faxed, emailed or mailed
since the November hearing, you can count on one hand the number of comments
that have actually defended the current route that FERC certified last
year.

You have the continued opposition from residents in Westchester County to
the myriad safety and environmental impacts. In addition, you have the
recent opposition from Rockland County residents based on environmental
destruction concerns. Again, I stress the nature of these Rockland
concerns--- these concerns were brought on by the Millennium people
themselves. Since the facts are against them, Millennium is preying on the
fears of individual residents by telling them that a high-pressured natural
gas pipeline will be built throug"h their communities. These letters confirm
these tactics. Rather than work with communities, Millennium either ignores
them (Westchester) or scares them (Rockland) .

Now let's look at the letters requesting an override. These letters are
written by members of union locals. Their concern is for jobs, and jobs
only. While we can all understand the desire to pursue gainful employment,
this employment should not come at the expense of families, properties and
communities. In addition, it cann,:)t be stressed enough---the only temporary
aspect of this pipeline construction is the temporary nature of these jobs.
The destruction caused by this ro1ute will be permanent and scarring to the
communities.

It appears that t'he only route that makes sense is the route that stops at
Bowline. It allows Millennium the opportunity to upgrade the older,
deteriorating lines, as well as position them for possible future growth .

An independent analysis, without ];>ressure from FERC, will guide you to the
correct result upholding the .~ights of New York State to determine the
structure of its energy growth. TJhis is not a case of putting up barriers to
our country's desired policy to decrease our reliance on foreign energy
sources. This is a case of making sure that this policy is properly analyzed
in relation to the regional demaru:l, not just an independent examination of
an energy company's profit motive:s.

The 2004 Republican Convention will require fresh drinking water, which is
in question if you allow this route to be built.

Jonathan Glaser
14 Westminster Dr
Croton-on-Hudson, NY 10520
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Millenium Pipeline in Rockland County

Subject: MiIlenium Pipeline in E~ockland County
Resent-From: MiIl(~nnium.Comments@)noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 7 Ian 2003 15:11:0~; -0500 (EST)
From: "kat farley" <kefarley@eden.rutgers.edu> II

To: karl.gleaves@noaa.gov
CC: millennium.comments @][loaa.gov

Dear Karl Gleaves:

I am writing to voice my oppotion to the proposed routes for the
IIMillenium Pipeline through Rockland County.

To begin with, the route is needed to provide energy for the residents II
of NYC .Although this was later expanded to include Westchester as a
beneficiary, I have yet to hear such arguments for Rockland.

Alternatives in Rockland were already considered and disregarded due to Ii
the negative environmental impacts that would be unavoidable. To use I~I
potental sites in Rockland at this time to satisfy paper work
requirements is inappropriate. Suggested alternatives should be
realistically viable ones.

To place the route through Tallma.rl and the Piermont Marsh would have a
significant and negative impact a:rld the residents, communities, fauna
and flora.

My final concern is the existance of a DEIS and FEIS for the routes I
proposed in Rockland. It is my understanding that the last amendments I
to the documents concerning the pipeline were made in April and October

I iof 2001 before routes in Rockland were being considered.

Sincerely
Kathleen Farley

17 Ferdon Ave
Sparkill NY, 10976

I

I

II

~

11

~

II

II

~

1 of 1

118120038:36:AMIII



pipeline comment

Subject: pipeline comment
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@)noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 2003 16:50:].5 -0500
From: Louis Spitz <perigee@optonline.net>

To: millennium.comments@noaa.gov i

llcc: nita.lowey@mail.house.~:ov, Jffmcdwll@aol.com

Assistant Counsel for Ocean Services I
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
U.S. Department of Commerce
1305 East-West Highway
Silver Spring, MD 20910

Dear Sir or Madam;

According to an article in the Rockland Journal News, the deadline for public comments on proposed
alternative routes for the Millennium Pip(~line are due this
week. In accordance with that deadline, I would like to express my views on these proposals.

The structure of the Hudson River in all the proposed areas is quite 'gelatinous', and therefore, to my

thinking, quite dangerous to lay a pipeline. I would think, hope, and pray that ~ proposal would be
based on sound geophysical research doru~ by the folks at Lamont, and not based at all on political

expedients.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Louis H.Spitz

845 353- 7553, perigee@optonline.net

93 Piermont A venue
Nyack, NY 10960
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Millenium Pipeline

Subject: Millenium Pipeline

Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@>noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 2003 17:09:~18 -0500

From: "laurie lehey" <laurieleh(~y@hotmail.com>

To: millennium.comments@noaa.gov

I cannot believe that Tallman Mountain and/or Piermont Marsh is being
considered for the Millennium Pipeline. This is a federally protected
nature preserve. It is hugely inappropriate. This is an environmentally
important estuary with an extremely delicate ecology. :t must not pass.
Laurie Nelson Lehey
381 Ferdon Ave.
Piermont, N.Y. 10968
(845)365-0530

MSN 8 with e-mail virus protection service: 2 months FREE*
http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus
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Millennium Gas Pipeline in Westchest(~r County, NY

Subject: Millennium Gas Pipeline in Westchester County, NY
Resent- From: Millennium.Comments @)noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 7 Ian 2003 18:08:0:j EST
From: <Terrykardos@aol.com>.

To: millennium.comments @Jnoaa.gov

To the National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration

I am writing to urge you to support the decision of New York State to
reject the Millennium Pipeline as currently proposed. I am writing not only
as a homeowner and resident of the Town of Cortlandt but also as a naturalist
who works at Teatown Lake Reservation and Georges Island Park (Town of
Cortlandt environmental classes) .

As I understand it, in order to comply with the Coastal Management Zone
Act (CMZA), any activity must satisfy the following three requirements:

I. it must further the national interest in a significant and substantial
manner.

2. national interest furthered by the activity must outweigh its adverse
coastal effect when these effects are considered separately or cumulatively.

3. there is no reasonable alternative which would permit the activity to
be conducted in a manner consistent with the enforcement: policies of the
Coastal Management Program.

The Millennium Pipeline in its currently proposed route, does not satisfy
even one of these re~irements.

As regards the first re~irement, if there is any national interest in
this particular pipeline proposal, it is not strong enough to override the
deleterious effects this specific pipeline route would have on the coastal
environment and on the New York City water supply. Running the Pipeline so
close to critical infrastructure ,:ould have devastating adverse coastal
affects -as a result of either terrorism, natural disaster or accident -
that far outweigh any conceivable national interest. In this era of possible
terrorist threats, it seems to me that national interest militates against
siting a major natural-gas target where it could severely reduce the City's
critical water supply and electri,:ity infrastructure, and have catastrophic
affects on the coastal zone.

In terms of the second re~irement, I cannot see the small possibility of
need outweighing the adverse coas'tal effects of the pipeline. Apparently
there are 11 natural gas projects, including Millennium, that have been
proposed to serve the New York me'tropolitan region. Not all of these can
come to fruition, so the claims of Millennium are no more compelling than
those of other proposed pipelines. Without Millennium, the output of the
other proposed pipelines would be more than ade~ate to meet the energy needs
of the N.Y. metropolitan area; indeed the existing energy infrastructure
along with already approved expan::;ions can meet needs for some time in the
future. Conservation of electric:ity is certainly not emphasized the way it
could; on a hot day last summer I was appalled to pass bya store in
Manhattan that kept its large doo:[way completely open to the outside with the
cold air streaming out, wasted.

While the need for the Millern1ium pipeline is not demonstrated, the
adverse effects to the Hudson Rivt3r and the coastal habitat are clearly
known. Haverstraw Bay, where the pipeline would cross the Hudson, has been
designated a a�reSignificant Coastc3.l Fish and Wildlife Habitata�O by New York
State. Numerous scientific studit3s have documented the uni~e nature of the
bay and the vital role it plays in the ecosystem of the Atlantic Coast.
Specifically, the bay is home to the federally-listed endangered shortnose
sturgeon, and has been designated by the National Marine Fisheries Service as
Essential Fish Habitat for numerous other species. Not only does it seem
ludicrous to have to run the pipe:Line across the widest part of the river,
the re~ired underwater blasting ,~ould cause immediate destruction to this
vitally important fish breeding and nursery habitat which even the proposed
mitigation measures cannot restorE3. There is also possible long-term
destruction from silting and the ~:;tirring up of PCBs and other hazardous

of3



Millennium Gas Pipeline in Westchester County, NY

substances introduced long ago. These are unacceptable effects, especially
since the Hudson River is still in the process of recovering from decades of
toxic materials having been dumpe,d in the river. Furthermore, should the
Millennium Pipeline be constructe,d in the proposed manner, would this not set
a precedent for other such destru,ctive activities?

The Millennium Pipeline poses a risk to various drinking water supplies.
Its proposed crossing within two feet of the Catskill Aqueduct at the Bryn
Mawr Siphon is ir'responsible planning. It would have been risky enough just
in case of an accidental explosion, but in the current international climate
it seems to be like painting a target for terrorists to position an explosion
risk in a way that could endanger 40% of New York Citya~s water supply. In a
preliminary review by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, no design
modifications in this area were found that completely eliminate the security
risk. It should be noted that thirteen other municipal Westchester County
water systems, which all draw from this aqueduct, would suffer even worse
water losses. Should the Catskill Aqueduct rupture at this point, there
would also be tremendous destruction to the land, buildings, and roads in the
vicinity.

The construction activity for this pipeline would also endanger pristine
land located within the New Croton Reservoir watershed. At a time when New
York City is seeking to restrict development on watershed lands to preserve
the quality of the drinking water, which is currently unfiltered but just on
the edge of permissible quality without filtering, it is unthinkable that the
pipeline, with its concomitant loss of trees, resulting erosion, and
introduction of pollutants, could be allowed to go through this critical
watershed.

The pipeline would also endanger the Croton wellfields, which supply the
drinking water for the Village of Croton-on-Hudson. This area is also within
the coastal zone.

The blasting on land necessar'y to construct the pipeline also poses huge
risks. In addition to the dangers to people and animals in nearby homes and
schools of sharp rock fragments flying thousands of feet, and the possible
shifting of building foundations or damage to wells, septic systems, and
underground storage tanks, there is the problem of Dioxin being released near
the Con Edison electricity transmission lines. Con Edison has admitted
spraying the chemical compound, 2-4-5-T, a by-product of which is Dioxin, a
known carcinogen, within the Coastal Zone.
Millennium tested on the Con Edis,:)n right of way, without authorization, but
did not test for Dioxin. The Village of Croton-on-Hudson tested for Dioxin
on village property and concluded that the concentrations of dioxin within
the right of way are likely to exceed public health standards. While
testing for Dioxin is possible an,j has been requested by residents and
municipal authorities within the I:oastal Zone, testing has never been
conducted along the pipeline route, construction areas, and areas that will
be impacted by blasting. Moreover, the Town of Cortlandt and the Village of
Croton-on-Hudson have repeatedly ,:ommented throughout the various proceedings
that Millennium had ignored the impacts from the acknowledged used of
dioxin-containing pesticides within the right of way. While Millennium
sampled for residual pesticides OJ:l the right of way, it did not sample for
dioxin. And while the Village sampled for dioxin near the right of way, Con
Ed denied the Town and the Village permission to sample for dioxin there. As
a result, the record does not contain a single empirical sample to indicate
the level or location of dioxin on the right of way. This omission is
particularly egregious considerin!J the impacts to people in the coastal zone
who might inhale this known human carcinogen. Blasting could spread Dioxin
very far throughout the air, and the regulatory standards for cleanup do not
address inhalation levels. The spread of dioxin could also have adverse
effects on wildlife in the area.

The proposed routing of the pipeline so near (10 to 100 feet) to the Con
Ed transmission lines, much close:r than original recommendations, means that
accidental or intentional catastrophic effects on the pipeline could also
have a catastrophic effect on the transmission lines. Such a result, as with
many of the above risks, is obviol.lsly contrary to CMP Policy 18, which
requires the safeguarding of "vital economic, social and environmental
interests" of the state and its citizens.

2of3
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Millenniwn Gas Pipeline in Westchester County, NY

I would be very personally affected by any construction of the pipeline
at Teatown Lake Reservation and Georges Island. Aside from the
difficulties, both physical and psychological, of teaching children the
wonders of the natural world in the midst of massive environmental
destruction, I am appalled at the possibility of the pipeline going through
or under Teatown Lake and through a pristine wetlands area. Invasion by
alien species of plants, especially wetland areas, is an increasing problem.
Once Teatowna~s pristine wetland ecosystem balance is disturbed, it will be
impossible to restore. The lake and wetland disturbances (not to mention
Dioxin release) will have negative consequences for the several species of
amphibians, a group of animals already in worldwide decline. The thought of
the loss of 15,000 trees from Teatown Lake Reservation alone is
heartbreaking. Similarly, at Georges Island important wetland and littoral
habitat would be destroyed. Had Millennium deliberately tried to find a
route through as many nature preserves as possible, they could hardly have
done better than the current proposed route. As described above, the loss of
so many trees in so many areas can only result in a great deal of erosion,
which will in turn negatively impact the water quality of streams, the Croton
Reservoir, and the Hudson River.

During periods of pipeline construction through Teat:own Lake Reservation
and Georges Island, it is unlikel"y that I would able to conduct classes.
Thus the Millennium Pipeline, in addition to all the other adverse impacts,
would also directly decrease my income.

All of the above leads me to consider the third requirement of the CMZA,
that there be no reasonable alternative consistent with enforcement policies
of the Coastal Management Program. As I stated previously, there are already
approved ongoing pipeline or other energy infrastructure expansions. I also
understand that the Algonquin Pipeline could be used by Millennium. In any
case, considering all the propose,:j projects and the new security risks which
have to be factored in, a regional energy policy should be drafted and
ratified before any new energy ro"utes are approved. In the very least, I
urge you to consider a plan termi:rlating the Millennium Pipeline at the
Bowline Facility in Rockland County. Such an action would allow New York to
protect the Coastal Zone and woul,:j enable Columbia Gas to fix the decrepit
A-5 line that makes up 222 miles ,or 52.9% of the pipelinea~s 420 mile route.
Thus Millennium would fulfill its purpose as described t;o the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission of delivering natural gas to "delivery points in New
York State". The Bowline Solution is a viable alternative that allows
Millennium to pursue its goals without destroying our environment and
endangering our communities.

Please consider this issue in great depth, with all due reflection on
your mission and that of the CMZP, and without undue influence from political
or corporate entities.

Thank you.

Theresa Kardos, M.S. (Environmental Health Science)
26 Montrose Station Road
Cortlandt Manor, NY 10567
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II

Subject: [Fwd: Millenium Pipeline in Rockland County]
Resent- From: Millennium. Comments (f~noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Ian 2003 18:30:48 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov> II

Original Message IISubject: Millenium Pipeline in Rockland County

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 200315:11:05 -0500 (EST)
From: "kat farley" <kefarley@eden.rutgers.edu>
To: karl.gleaves@noaa.gov
CC: millennium.comments@noaa.gov

Dear Karl Gleaves:

II

~~~~~~~

II

[Fwd: Millenium Pipeline in Rockland County]

I am writing to voice my oppotion to the proposed routes for the
Millenium Pipeline through Rockland County.

To begin with, the route is needed to provide energy for the residents
of NYC .Although this was later expanded to include Westchester as a
beneficiary, I have yet to hear such arguments for Rockland.

Alternatives in Rockland were already considered and disregarded due to
the negative environmental impacts that would be unavoidable. To use
potental sites in Rockland at this time to satisfy paper work
requirements is inappropriate. Suggested alternatives should be
realistically viable ones.

To place the route through Tallman and the Pie.imont Marsh would have a
significant and negative impact and the residents, communities, fauna
and flora.

My final concern is the existance of a DEIS and FEIS for the routes
proposed in Rockland. It is my u:nderstanding that the last amendments
to the documents concerning the pipeline were made in April and October
of 2001 before routes in Rockland were being considered.

Sincerely
Kathleen Farley

17 Ferdon Ave
Sparkill NY, 10976
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[Fwd: (no subject)]

Subject: [Fwd: (no subject)]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments~~noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Ian 200318:31: L7 -0500

From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.G1eaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS

To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Su~ject: (no subject)

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 200314:19:58 EST
Fr@m: <Overthetopme@aol.com>
To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov
CC: gov.pataki@chamber.state.ny.us,

vaIilderhs@co.rockland.ny.us,morahan@senate.state.ny.us,
seIilator@schumer.senate.gov

To whom it may concern,

Please don't destroy the delicate ecosystem and priceless recreational/
natural resources of Tallman Mountain State Park, The Piermont Marsh, or
Hook
Mountain
(Rockland County) with the proposed Millennnium Pipeline route. If the
people of Westchester County need more natural gas to heat their too
large
homes, then they should have the :~ipeline go through their county.
Thank you
for your consideration.

Holly Macklay, RN

!
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[Fwd: RE: Pipe Line]

Subject: [Fwd: RE: Pipe Line]
Resent- From: Millennium. Comments (ii)noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 2003 18:33:,~6 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS M"illennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

IIIOriginal Message Subject: RE: Pipe Line

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 2003 10:27:01 -0500
From: "Marcia Siegel" <MSiegel@DCI-Arch.coIn>

Reply-To: "Marcia Siegel" <MSiegel@DCI-Arch.com>
Organization: Design Collaborative Inc

To: <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

I wish to register my protest against the pipe line coming down the Palisades Parkway and the Piermont Marsh. I
live in the area and fell this would endanger my living. Since this is for Weslchester it should go it should go thru

Westchester. Marcia Siegel306 Gair StreetPiermont New York 10968

III
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[Fwd: Millennium pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Millennium pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium. Comments @~noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 2003 18:34:l~9 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.GLeaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millennium pipeline

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 200308:50:27 -0500
From: "Joe Siegel" <jsiegel@dcjl-arch.com>

Reply-To: "Joe Siegel" <jsiegel@dci-arch.com>
Organization: Design Collaborative Inc

To: <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>
CC: <Millennium.comments @)noaa.gov>

Dear Mr. Gleaves, My rlame is Joseph Siegel. I live at 306 Gair Street,Piermont New York. I strongly oppose the
proposed pipeline goin~} thru the Piermont Marsh and the Tallman Mountains. If implemented,this would cause
severe environmental damage,including digging up the Piermont Marsh and blasting 50 feet off the Tallman
Mountains.

III
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[Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Millennium Pipeline]
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments~~noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Ian 2003 18:35::~5 -0500
From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.G1eaves@noaa.gov> III

Organization: GCOS III
To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Su~ject: Millennium Pipeline

Date: Mon, 6 Jan 200321:20:44 -0800 (PST)
From: Martin Epstein <mfepstein@yahoo.com>
To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov

III
As a resident of Piermont, NY who lives adjacent to
the Piermont Marsh, I must express my total negativism
toward the proposed/potential Millenium pipeline. We
must do whatever possible to retain the existing but
always shrinking ecosystem. Thank you, Dr. Epstein,
304 Gair Street, Piermont, NY 10968

Ii j
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[Fwd: Millennium pipeline]

Subject: [Fwd: Millennium pipeline]
Resent- From: Millennium. Comments <!~noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 2003 18:34:,~9 -0500

From: "Karl Gleaves" <Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov>

Organization: GCOS

To: -NOS OCRM GCOS Millennium Comments <Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov>

Original Message Subject: Millennium pipeline

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 200308:50:27 -0500

From: "Joe Siegel" <jsiegel@dcil-arch.com>

Reply-To: "Joe Siegel" <jsiegel@dcil-arch.com>

Organization: Design Collaborative Inc
To: <Kar].Gleaves@noaa.gov>

CC: <Millennium.comments @)noaa.gov>

Dear Mr. Gleaves, My rlame is Joseph Siegel. I live at 306 Gair Street, Piermont New York. I strongly oppose the
proposed pipeline going thru the Piermont Marsh and the Tallman Mountains. If implemented,this would cause
severe environmental damage,including digging up the Piermont Marsh and blasting 50 feet off the Tallman

Mountains.
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Support the New York Department of State Decision on MillenniUJn Pipeline

Subject: Support the New York Department of State Decision on Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comrnents@~noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 7 Ian 200321:54:00 -0500

From: "Rhonda Schonfeld" <rhl:>ndas@bestweb.net> I
To: <millennium.comrnentsGynoaa.gov> I

Dear Secretary Evans: ~ I

Please support the New York Department of State decision on the Millennium Pipeline project, which has ruled the project
linconsistent with the Coastal Zone Management j\.ct. This ruling recognizes the devastating impacts of the project on the

Hudson River and the New York City Watershed.
Blasting and destruction of trees will displace dioxins that were sprayed on the Con Ed right of way decades ago, while
destroying thousands of trees. It will harm the Teatown Nature Preserve and Croton Arboretum which are Westchester treasures.
This pipeline is being considered in the shadow of Indian Point. In light of 9-11, this pipeline places additional risk in this

region.

Alternative solutions must be considered. Ending the pipeline at the Bowline may present a workable solution. Terminating the
Millennium Pipeline at the Bowline Facility allows New York to protect the Coastal Zone, and allows Millennium to fulfill its
purpose as described to the FERC of delivering n:ltural gas to delivery point in New York State. The Bowline solution provides
a viable alternative that allows Millennium to puri)Ue its goals without destroying our environment and endangering our
communities.

Please uphold the New York Department of State decision.

Thank you for your consideration.

Rhonda Schonfeld ~ I
18 East Mt. Airy Road
Croton on Hudson, NY 10520
914-271-9479 II
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Millennium Pipeline

Subject: Millennium Pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Cornments@)noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 7 Jan 2003 19:38:13 -0800 (PST)
From: Tarnrny Kuiper <piermontkuiper@yahoo.com>

To: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov, gov .pataki @chamber.state.ny .us, vanderhs@co.rockland.ny .us,
morahan @senate.state.ny .us, gromaca@ assembly .state.ny .us,
senator@ schumer .senate"gov , millennium.cornments @noaa.gov

Please don't tell me, and rest of your constituency,
that you could possibly agree to the re-routing of
this pipeline through environmentally sensitive areas
because the people of Westchester have suddenly
decided (after all this time} they don't like it
running through their backyard!

What good is recognizing and supposedly protecting
environmentally sensitive areas and putting aside land
to preserve nature and the environment if we toss it
out the window at our convenience? (If you think we've
forgotten President Bush's money hungry decision to
violate pristine wilderness for oil your wrong.)

Re-routing through public waterways, state parks, just
completed public highways and environmentally delicate
areas is irresponsible, environmentally damaging(to
say the least), despicable and reprehensible.

If this pipeline is to be re-routed then do it
right (meaning the safest, most enviromentally kind
etc. route) not the way that makes a particular group
of people happy. You have a deadline?..Then either
go with the original route or delay and redo the
studies necessary to determine a route...at the
expense of the Westchester residents who decided they
don't like the first one of course!

If you don't care about the environment or safety here
is one thing you do...YOUR JOB. You may have kept
this quiet so far but you can't hide excavation
equipment very well and when people wake up and
realize what you've done don't bet on being re-elected
next time. People who have to again sit in miles of
traffic tend to have alot of time on their hands to
stew about who is responsible for their wasted time
and who is on the docket during the next election.
People whose taxes are going up d"ue to new programs
necessary to rescue an enironmentally damaged area
tend to look at their choices a bit more as well.

Sincerely

Tammy Kuiper
Peter Kuiper
Registered Voters of Pierrnont NY!

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail Plus -Powerful

http://mailplus.yahoo.com
Affo'['dable Sign up now
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Pipeline Comments

Subject: Pipeline Comments
Resent- From: Millennium.Comments @)noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Ian 200323:02:05 -0500
From: E Reiner <brothere@optonline.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

I would like to acknowledge my appreciation to the Department of Commerce and NOAA for the
opportunity to comment on the Millenium Pipline project. As a concerned citizen, a resident of downstate
New York and Westchester County, and a father of children that represent our future generations, I submit
to you the following comments for consideration. I urge you to closely examine all of the "micro" issues
that make up the "macro" picture of this issue.

As pointed out in an editorial in The Ne\',' York Times, evaluating whether or not there ought to be
support of the Millennium project, three fundamental questions must be addressed:

1. Do we actually need Millennium's gas?
2. Does the proposed pipeline route C.1USe the least environmental and community harm?
3. Have we seriously considered the alternatives?

The need for Millennium's gas has not been sufficiently demonstrated, especially given that other projects
like the Eastchester Expansion and the Northeast ConneXion Pipeline would apparently supply just as
much gas and avoid many of the problems plaguing Millennium. For instance, Millennium's own
environmental impact statement acknowledges that the Eastchester Expansion project, already
approved and underway, "could serve the New York City area, providing similar pipeline capacity"
as the Millennium pipeline. and without the coastal zone impacts. With Millennium's Canadian
partners having abandoned the project last year, it is also not clear }i'here the supply of gas to feed the
Millennium pipeline 1vould come from.
There are numerous points to consider in regards to the Millenium project, including but not limited to :

.Nationallnterest

.Effects on the Hudson River

.The Bryn Mawr Siphon (New Yor1<: City water supply)

.New Croton Reservoir

.Croton Wellfields

.Croton Arboretum

.The Indian Point Nuclear Power Plant Evacuation Plan

.Blasting

.Dioxin

.ConEd Power Lines

The confluence of major corporations, eru~rgy production and reservoirs makes Westchester a likely target
for terrorist attacks, the head of the White Plains PHI office has commented. David Velazquez, the PHI's
supervisory senior resident agent of the White Plains office has stated," Arguably, Westchester County is
probably the most important county in the country." ."Just by the simple fact that you've got so many
corporate entities here." Westchester is home to more than 30,000 companies employing about 400,000
people, according to a report issued this year by the county's Department of Planning. About 170
companies, including IBM Corp., PepsiCo Inc. and Fuji Film USA, have headquarters in
W estchester .
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Pipeline Comments

Lawyers for New York City have argued during the appeals process that placing the Millenium Pipeline
within two feet of the Bryn Mawr Siphon, a low point on the Catskill Aqueduct in Yonkers that carries
water under great pressure, creates dangers. The DEP states there should be no risk to the integrity of
the Bryn Mawr Siphon. All efforts should be taken to see that the pipeline route is re-routed to avoid this
sensitive watershed land. (Mclntyre lettet" to DOC 9/20/2002). The catastrophic impacts of any
disruption to such a crucial public utility would be unparalleled in our regional history. (NYC DEP
11/06/2001). According to a study by C]harles River Associates of Boston, Massachussettes, prepared in
July of 2002 for NYSERDA and NYISO., they have determined running the Pipeline so close to critical
infrastructure could have devastating "adverse coastal affects" .as a result of either terrorism,
natural disaster or accident. that far (]Iutweigh any conceivable "national interest.

In addition, the Millennium Pipeline would slash through a pristine 2.5 mile stretch of the New Croton
Reservoir watershed. The Reservoir supplies unfiltered drinking water to 900,000 people each day.
The inevitable addition of phosphorous and other pollutants to Westchester's reservoirs and streams
would threaten the integrity of the water ,supply and violate the Clean Water Act.

If constructed across the Hudson River, the entry point into Westchester County for the Millenium Pipeline
would be located just 1.6 miles from the Indian Point Nuclear Facility. As a result, it would traverse
multiple access routes within the designated 10-mile Radiological Emergency Evacuation Zone. In
addition, the location would be directly adjacent to Con Edison's transmission towers that supplies 40% of
New York City and Westchester County c~lectricity.

The ConEd right of way through the Town of Cortlandt is "very rugged with hard, crystalline or
microcrystalline bedrock at the surface." ~:SDEIS at 6-11) The Town they refer to is in the Coastal Zone.
The economy of the area will be impacted by the destruction of homes and other structures due to blasting
within the Coastal Zone. Blasting will impact the water quality in the New York City watershed.

Con Edison has admitted spraying the chemical compound, 2-4-5- T within the Coastal Zone. A
by-product of this compound is Dioxin, a known carcinogen. The Village of Croton-on-Hudson tested for
Dioxin on village property and concluded. that the concentrations of dioxins within the right of way are
likely to exceed public health standards.
Testing for Dioxin is possible and has I:,een requested by residents and municipal authorities within
the Coastal Zone. However testing has never been conducted along the pipeline route, construction
areas, and areas that will be impacted by blasting.

The Millenium Pipeline will deliver no nlatural gas to the Haverstraw Bay or Croton River zones at all; it
will merely plow through these ecologically sensitive areas bound for elsewhere. New York State has
designated the Haverstraw Bay a "significant coastal fish and wildlife habitat." In fact, Haverstraw Bay
has been recognized as the most biolo~~cally rich and sensitive stretch of the Hudson
River. Numerous scientific studies ha1'r'e documented the unique nature of the Bay and the critical
role it plays in the Atlantic coast's ecosystem. The Bay is home to the federally-listed endangered
shortnose sturgeon, and has been designated by the National Marine Fisheries Service ("NMFS") As
Essential Fish Habitat for numerous other species. While the Bay is a valuable ecological resource, it is
not in pristine condition. Over the years, factories have dumped substantial amounts of carcinogenic and
toxic chemicals in the Hudson River.

Substantial expansion of the New York pipeline infrastructure is already underway. With projects
that have recently been completed or are (~xpected to be completed by the end of 2003, a total of 465
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Pipeline Comments

thousand dekatherms (MDT) per day of new delivery capacity will be available into the downstate region.
This additional capacity represents a 7 percent increase in delivery capacity to the State, and a 16 percent
increase into the downstate region, and exceeds forecasted growth in nongeneration gas demands through
at least 2005. In addition to the 465 MDT per day of expansions already being added, the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) has provisionally approved projects that could provide a total of
approximately 800MDT per day, primarily to the downstate region.

I do not see the need for the Millenium Pipeline, and honestly believe the natural gas it will provide is
not a crucial need. Given no other choice, I believe that the Bowline Solution is the right solution for the
Millennium Pipeline. Terminating the Millennium Pipeline at the Bowline Facility allows New York to
protect the Coastal Zone and enables Columbia Gas to fix the decrepit A-5 line that makes up 222 miles or
52.9% of the pipeline's 420 mile route. This allows Millennium to fulfill its purpose as described to the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission clf delivering natural gas to "delivery points in New York State".
The Bowline Solution is a viable alternative that allows Millennium to pursue its goals without destroying
our environment and endangering our con1ffiunities.

Millennium didn't bother to consult concerned citizens at the outset of the project's conception and design
phase, but rather worked in isolation to come up with a misguided proposal. The company is now using
their prodigious political influence to ram the project through the permitting process over the objections of
local communities and their elected representatives. Even Con Edison has stated, under oath, that
there are ways to bring Millennium gas: south into New York City without any construction in
Westchester County.

I URGE YOU TO UPHOLD THE DECISION OF NEW YORK SECRETARY OF
STATE, RANDY DANIELS, AND OVERTURN THE FERC APPROV AL..."STOP THE
PIPELINE. "

EJ Reiner
18 Westminster Dr.
Croton on Hudson, NY 10520
BrotherE @oDtonline.net
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Save Piennont Marsh!

Subject: Save Piermont Marsh!
Resent- From: Millennium.Comments @noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Ian 2003 20:54:02 -0800
From: l'Iohn Aiello" <Aiellol@fcc.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

John Aiello

20 Oak Street

Piermont, NY 10968

(845) 359-1 :529

Aiellol @fcc.net

J anuary 7, 2003

Karl Gleaves,

I recently learned of the threat posed by the Millennium Pipeline to the protected nature preserve in the
Piermont Marsh. As a resident of Piermont and an admirer of its natural beauty I am vehemently
opposed to the destruction the Millennial Pipeline would cause.

You are a key decision maker in this issue. If the plans to ruin the Piermont marsh go forward I
will hold you responsible. You will lose: my support. I will make everyone I know aware of this tragedy
and your part in it.

This must not happen.

J ahn Louis Aiella

20 Oak Street

Piermant, New York

10968
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pipeline

Subject: pipeline
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Wed, 08 Jan 2003 00: 15:,~6 -0500
From: Orville Mann <omann@optonline.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov
CC: Karl.Gleaves@noaa.gov, gov .pataki @chamber.state.ny.us, vanderhs@co.rockland.ny.us,

morahan @ senate.state.ny .us

To the regulators,

As a resident of the t~uiet community of U~lper Nyack where Hook Mountain is located, I strongly oppose the
re-routing of the Millennium Pipeline. It would seem to me that the preferable location (if that can be said) is the
already commercial Haverstraw site where thl~ Bowline Plant exists and therefore less environmental impact
would result. We should make the greatest effort to preserve the maximum scenic beauty of the Hudson River and
its surrounding parklands.

~

Sincerely,

Sally R. Mann
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SA VEPIERMONT MARSH!!!

Subject: SA VE PIERMONT MARSH!!!
Resent-From: Millennium.Comments@noaa.gov

Date: Tue, 07 Jan 200321:32:22 -0800
From: "John Aiello" <Aiellol@fcc.net>

To: millennium.comments @noaa.gov

Martha Emma Aiello
20 Oak Street
Piermont, NY 10968
(845) 359-1529
Aiellol @fcc.net

J anuary 7, 2003

Karl Gleaves
Asst General Counsel for Ocean Services
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

Karl Gleaves,

I recently learned of the threat posed by the Millennium Pipeline to the protected nature preserve in the
Piermont Marsh. As a resident of Piermont and an admirer of its natural beauty I am vehemently
opposed to the destruction the Millennial Pipeline would cause.
You are a key decision maker in this issue. If the plans to ruin the Piermont marsh go forward I will

hold you responsible. You will lose my support. I will make everyone I know aware of this tragedy and
your part in it.
This must not happen.

Martha Emma Aiella
20 Oak Street
Piermant, New York
10968
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